aban wikia aoa 


April 27, °1970 


‘Leo J. “Moser, Esquiré: 
Counselor ‘of’ Embassy 

for Political Affairs 
‘American Embassy 
Taipei, Taiwan 





Dear Leo: - so * 5 . oe ae a 
Ir am anblosing a copy of ‘Dennis Dookints: kétter ea: 
; Admiral Chew on the Shulinkou problem I mentioned 
in our Embassy Notes of April 17. 1 think his 
suggested co fomise BoLution-~that TDC agree to 

relocate sheen enna field\in return for a free 
new site and fisation for relocation: costs-~ 
is a fair one in. ‘arms of SOFA provisions and dquity. 
The installation itself, of course, would net be* - 
‘moved since there seems to be no- need to relocate 
it for micthee: spars See a : a eae 

e oot ess i Tate i : Sta we 
Th Light of" NSA's" parochial: approsch: bey is 
problem and its apparent consequent intransigence, 
. you ‘may want to peer over TDC's ‘shoulder ‘to: see if 
' this thing,:-which-has dragged on :-forscalmost:a year, . 
-cannot:be brought to an amicable conclusion soon. 
It seams to me that this sort of: attitude by. agencies. 
‘on our side adds needliessiy: to the already sufficient 
frictions, 


wea om op. . Sineerely,. . 
ate >... Thomas. Shoesmith 
Country Director 
‘Republic of. China Affairs 


' Boalesure ~. ee hace — et i ee Figs a 
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Mr. eel 


, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE Cus ve o 
WASHINGTON, D. C, 20301 





INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS . 15 Apr il 1970 


Vice Admiral John L. Chew, USN 
Commander, US Taiwan Defense Command 
APO San Francisco 96262 


Dear John: 


From your correspondence with Huang Chieh and the MND concerning plans 
for developing the Lin-kou plateau, it is obvious that GRC development 
of Lin-kou New Town calls for the removal of Shu Lin-kou Air Station 
(SLKAS). However, we note the GRC's offer to proceed with the plan in 
phases so as to allow SLKAS to remain mission-capable for as long as 
possible. With regard to SLKAS proper, this would appear to be at’ 
least until January 1980. 


. However, the north-south freeway, primarily designed to link Taipei with 
the projected New Taipei International Airport to be built on the Tao-yuan 
terrace some seven miles to the west of SLKAS, will (according to the 
present plan) run directly 'through/contiguous to!’ the SLKAS antenna 
field, thereby threatening the station's mission, Naturally, this would 
impact adversely on.our efforts to meet national and tactical intelli- 
gence requirements as well as our efforts in the defense of Taiwan. 


Relocation of SLKAS would cost an estimated $15 million; this amount is 
prohibitive, Moreover, as SLKAS itself will not be affected for some 
10 years, it would seem logical to do what is required to maintain the 
station at its present location while at the same time allowing the GRC 
to proceed with the developmen: pf the plateau. 
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jt appears that both USG and &Ac requirements can be met by either (1) 
routing the highway so as to preclude interference with the antenna field 
as presently located, or (2) moving the antenna complex to an area of at 
least 30 acres immediately north of SLKAS. NSA informs me that the re- 
location could be accomplished within 30 days at a cost of $130-285,000; 
also, suitable land appears to be available. 


In the hope that we can resolve this matter without involving Ambassador 
McConaughy in his official capacity, we would appreciate your advancing 
this proposed solution to Huang Chieh and the MND. As you know, SLKAS 
was constructed on ‘the basis of the 6 August 1958 scatter-wave radio 
facility agreement, the preamble to which explicitly places the facility 
and its personnel under Article VII of the 1954 Mutual Defense Treaty. 
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‘ areas and facilities, viz.: 


The 1966 SOFA, in turn, im:iements Article VII -- especially Article. IV 


of SOFA, which is directiy :*ievant to the US obligation to relinquish 


"The areas and facilities made available by the Government 

of the Republic of China for the use of the United States 
armed forces shall be returned to the Government of the 
Republic of China whenever they are no longer needed for 

the purposes of this Agreement, and the United States Govern- 
ment agrees to keep its needs under continual observation 
with a view toward such return,'! 


Thus, we could argue that, as long as the Mutual Defense Treaty and the 
SOFA are in effect, we are obliged to relinquish an agreed area or facility 
only when in our judgment the particular area or facility is "no longer 
needed for the purposes of this Agreement.'' [n other words, there is 
nothing in the agreements that implies an obligation for the US to relocate 
facilities to accommodate GRC civil. development plans. Moreover, if we do 
decide to relocate the antenna complex for the convenience of the GRC, the 
GRC would be obliged to provide a new site free of charge, in accordance 
with Article [Il of the SOFA. And finally, besides having a sound case 
under the SOFA for a free new site, | believe we have a good argument on 
general principles of equity for the GRC to pay our relocation costs. 


|] understand that construction on the highway is to begin this July; thus, 
the situation is one of some urgency. We hope that you can discuss the 
matter with appropriate GRC officials at the earliest possible date, 


With best wishes, and my thanks for all your assistance during my visit 
last January, | remain 


Yours very truly, 
a 
Dennis J. Doolin 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
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